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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-16 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5,8-13,16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Smith et al. ('Smith 1 hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,965,895). 

As per claim 1 , Smith teaches 

"an inserter controller gathering machine data, the controller programmed to 
gather predetermined machine data comprising substantially all significant machine 
data from machine sensors and control routines" (column 9, lines 21-45); 

"a journal storage system configured to store machine data gathered by the 
inserter controller" (column 10, lines 5-20) "in a compressed format" (column 12, lines 
56-60); 

"a data pump configured to process compressed data from the journal and to 
transmit the processed data in a format suitable for a particular client, the data pump 
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processing configuration including selecting a subset of data from the journal that is of 
interest to the particular client" (column 12, lines 56-60; column 16, lines 8-38). 

As per claim 2, Smith teaches 

"the journal storage system includes journal files, wherein each journal file stores 
data for a different mail run" (temporal-based data, column 11, lines 18-33). 

As per claim 3, Smith teaches 

"the journal storage system stores machine data for a plurality of inserter 
machines" (multiplicity of fabs, column 19, lines 7-42) "and each data element is 
associated with a journal thread within the journal files" (column 10, lines 47-62). 

As per claim 4, Smith teaches 

"each journal thread is associated with a particular inserter machine" (column 8, 
line 49 through column 9, line 13). 

As per claim 5, Smith teaches 

"the data stored in the journal storage system comprises event entries, thread 
context entries, and system information entries" (column 10, line 47 through column 11, 
line 6; column 1 1 , line 42 through column 12, line 24). 



As per claim 8, Smith teaches 
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"the data pump is configured to translate the compressed data from the journal 
storage system to an XML format" (column 29, lines 16-50). 

As per claims 9-13, Smith teaches 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 1-5 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 1 6, Smith teaches 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 8 and is similarly rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the, art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6-7,14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Smith et al. (' Smith ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,965,895) as applied to claims 1 
and 9 above, respectively, and further in view of O'Rourke et al. (' O'Rourke ' hereinafter) 
(Patent Number 6,990,497). 



As per claim 6, 
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Smith does not explicitly indicate "the data pump is configured to determine 
whether clients are currently active". 

However O'Rourke discloses "the data pump is configured to determine whether 
clients are currently active" (request, column 9, lines 48-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Smith 
and O'Rourke because using the steps of "the data pump is configured to determine 
whether clients are currently active" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to 
improve the invention by responding to clients. This gives the user the advantage of 
being able to service clients. 

As per claim 7, 

Smith does not explicitly indicate "the data pump is configured to track what data 
has been transmitted to each client, and whereby if a particular client goes offline, the 
data pump is configured to resume transmittal at a point where transmittal was 
interrupted". 

However O'Rourke discloses "the data pump is configured to track what data has 
been transmitted to each client, and whereby if a particular client goes offline, the data 
pump is configured to resume transmittal at a point where transmittal was interrupted" 
(column 10, lines 17-38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Smith 
and O'Rourke because using the steps of "the data pump is configured to track what 
data has been transmitted to each client, and whereby if a particular client goes offline, 
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the data pump is configured to resume transmittal at a point where transmittal was 
interrupted" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention 
by not requiring uninterrupted availability. This gives the user the advantage of not 
losing data if transmission is interrupted. 

As per claims 14-15, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 6-7 and are similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 7/14/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Smith et al. (' Smith ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 
6,965,895) does not disclose or suggest a system using an "inserter controller" or a 
method forgathering "inserter machine" data. In response, it is noted that Smith 
discloses "a data gathering process or module that obtains different types of data from 
any one of a number of different types of data sources" (column 9, lines 22-25). This 
clearly teaches the required elements of the limitations noted and the Applicants' 
arguments are therefore not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Smith does not disclose or suggest the "data pump" 
element for, or step for, "processing compressed data from the journal and transmitting 
the processed data in a format suitable for a particular client." It is noted that Smith 
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discloses compressed a data archive file which is compressed (column 16, lines 56-60), 
processing the data using a data parser (column 12, lines 15-20), and transmitting the 
processed data in a suitable format to a client (column 12, lines 39-47 and further 
detailed in column 9, lines 32-45). This clearly teaches the required elements of the 
limitations noted and the Applicants' arguments are therefore not persuasive. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jay A. Morrison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
71 12. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571 ) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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